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DETAILED ACTION 

Status of Claims 

1. This action is in reply to tlie application filed on 1/27/2004. 

2. Claim 1-14 are currently pending and have been examined. 

Claim Objections 

3. Claims 5 and 12 are objected to because of the following informalities: contributor shoM 
read "distributor". Appropriate correction is required. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 112 

4. The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 1 12: 

The specification shall conclude with one or more claims particularly pointing out 
and distinctly claiming the subject matter which the applicant regards as his 
invention. 

5. Claim 12 recites the limitation "the read content identifier" in lines 9 and 12. There is 
insufficient antecedent basis for this limitation in the claim. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

6. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that form the 
basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a 
foreign country or in public use or on sale in this country, more than one year 
prior to the date of application for patent in the United States. 

Examiner's Note: The Examiner has pointed out particular references contained in the 
prior art of record within the body of this action for the convenience of the Applicant. 
Although the specified citations are representative of the teachings in the art and are 
applied to the specific limitations within the individual claim, other passages and figures 
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may apply. Applicant, in preparing the response, should consider fully the entire 
reference as potentially teaching all or part of the claimed invention, as well as the 
context of the passage as taught by the prior art or disclosed by the Examiner. 

7. Claim 1 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being anticipated by Yamada et al. (U.S. 

6,141,483 A). 

As per Claim 1 

Yamada et al., as shown, discloses the following limitations: 

• a judging unit operable to judge whether a disc region code ("medium region 
code") assigned to an optical disc matches an apparatus region code assigned to 
the playback apparatus (see at least column 3, lines 57-61 ); 

• a reading unit operable to read a content identifier of a content recorded on the 
optical disc ("recorded data is read from the recording medium by an optical 
pickup"), (see at least column 10, lines 16-17); and 

• a playbacl< unit operable to, (i) when the judging unit judges in the affirmative, 
play bacl< the content, and (11) when the judging unit judges In the negative, not 
play back the content except when an exceptional playback Is authorized (see at 
least column 3, lines 40-65), 

• wherein the exceptional playback Is authorized when a combination of the 
content Identifier read by the reading unit ("content of first data recorded on the 
first recording unit") and the apparatus region code ("content of second data 
recorded on the second recording unit") satisfies a predetermined condition 
defined by a right owner of the content ("the control unit changes, on the basis of 
the third data, a control condition for controlling data transfer in accordance with 
the comparison result between the first and second data"), (see at least column 
4, lines 31-46). 
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As per Claim 2 

Yamada et al. discloses tlie limitations of claim 1 , as described above. 
Yamada et al., as shown, further discloses the limitations: 

• further comprising a transmitting unit operable to transmit an auttiorization 
request to a server apparatus, the authorization request indicating the 
combination of the content identifier ("requested data contents") and the 
apparatus region code ("region code designating the place where the PC is 
installed"), wherein when the predetermined condition is satisfied, the server 
apparatus transmits an authorization response in reply to the authorization 
request ("when region codes coincide with each other, the control unit 93 
confirms the IP address of the PC or EWS 95 on the client side contained in the 
packet of a communication protocol upon reception of a data supply request. 
After determining the authenticity of the region code, the control unit 93 permits 
data transfer"), and when the predetermined condition is not satisfied, the server 
apparatus transmits a non-authorization response (see at least column 22, lines 
37-56 and FIG. 26 with associated text). 

As per Claim 3 

Yamada et al. discloses the limitations of claim 2, as described above. 
Yamada et al., as shown, further discloses the limitations: 

• Wherein the server apparatus has a playback authorization list that includes 
combinations of a content identifier and a region code, the combinations each 
indicating that a content identified with the content identifier is allowed to be 
played back in a region identified with the region code in the combination, and 
the predetermined condition is satisfied when the playback authorization list 
includes the transmitted combination of the content identifier and the apparatus 
region code (see at least column 22, lines 37-56 and FIG. 26 with associated 
text). 
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As per Claim 4 

Yamada et al. discloses tlie limitations of claim 2, as described above. 
Yamada et al., as shown, further discloses the limitations: 

• Wherein the server apparatus has a plurality of pieces of date/time information 
("copyright use valid time data") each indicating, in correspondence with 
combinations of a content identifier and a region code, a release date/time of a 
content identified with the content identifier for a region identified with the region 
code, the authorization request transmitted from the transmitting unit to the 
server apparatus includes a combination of (i) a current time in a region to which 
the playback apparatus belongs, (ii) the content identifier of the content to be 
played back, and (Hi) the apparatus region code, and the predetermined condition 
is satisfied when the current time included in the authorization request is past the 
release date/time indicated in such a piece of date/time information that has a 
same combination of the content identifier and the region code as included in the 
authorization request (see at least column 20, lines 63-67 and column 21, lines 
1-22) 

As per Claim 5 

Yamada et al. discloses the limitations of claim 2, as described above. 
Yamada et al., as shown, further discloses the limitations: 

• Wherein the server apparatus has a plurality of pieces of distributor information 
each indicating, in correspondence with combinations of a content identifier and 
a region code, a contributor for a region identified with the region code, the 
authorization request transmitted from the transmitting unit to the server 
apparatus includes a combination of (i) the content identifier of the content to be 
played back, (11) the apparatus region code, and (Hi) the disc region code, and the 
predetermined condition is satisfied when a distributor indicated in a first piece of 
distributor information matches a distributor indicated in a second piece of 
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distribution information, tlie first piece of distributor information liaving a same 
combination of tlie content identifier and the apparatus region code as included 
in ttie auttiorization request, and tlie second piece of distributor information 
liaving a same combination of the content identifier and the disc region code as 
included in the authorization request (see at least column 16, lines 14-67 and 
column 17, lines 1-34). 

As per Claim 8 

Yamada et al. discloses the limitations of claim 1 , as described above. 
Yamada et a!., as shown, further discloses the limitations: 

• wherein the playback apparatus has a playback authorization list that includes 
combinations of a content identifier ("requested data contents") and a region 
code, the combinations each indicating that a content identified with the content 
identifier is allowed to be played back in a region identified with the region code 
in the combination, and the predetermined condition is satisfied when the 
playback authorization list includes a combination of the content identifier of the 
content recorded on the optical disc and the apparatus region code (see at least 
column 22, lines 37-56 and FIG. 26 with associated text). 

As per Claim 12 

Yamada et al. discloses the limitations of claim 1, as described above. 
Yamada et al., as shown, further discloses the limitations: 

• wherein the playback apparatus has a playback authorization list that includes a 
plurality of pieces of distributor information ("public and secret keys used in 
communication") each indicating, in correspondence with combinations of a 
content identifier ("region code of the recording medium") and a region code, a 
contributor for a region identified with the region code, and the predetermined 
condition is satisfied when a distributor indicated in such a piece of distributor 
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information tiiat includes the combination of the read content identifier and the 
apparatus region code matches a distributor indicated in such a piece of 
distributor information that includes a combination of the read content identifier 
and the disc region code (see at least column 16, lines 14-67 and column 17, 
lines 1-34). 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

8. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) whicli forms tlie basis for all obviousness 

rejections set fortli in tiiis Office action: 

A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or 
described as set forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the 
subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are such that the subject 
matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made 
to a person having ordinary sl<ill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was 
made. 

9. Claims 6-7, 9-11, and 13-14 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Yamada et al., in view of Tsuga et al. (U.S. 5,691 ,972 A). 

As per Claim 6 

Yamada et al. discloses the limitations of claim 2, as described above. 

Yamada et al. further discloses: 

• wherein the authorization response is transmitted from the server apparatus ("the 
control unit 93 permits data transfer") and the exceptional playback is performed 
using the accompanying information, (see at least column 22, lines 37-56 and 
FIG. 26 with associated text). 
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Yamada et al. does not disclose the following limitations: 

• along with accompanying information that includes (i) rating information in a 
country to which the playback apparatus belongs, (ii) subtitle data and audio data 
in a language used in the country to which the playback apparatus belongs 

Tsuga et al., as shown, discloses the following limitations: 

• along with accompanying information that includes (i) rating information in a 
country to which the playback apparatus belongs ("a register for storing a 
reproduction level of a title"), (ii) subtitle data and audio data in a language ("a 
register for storing a combination of the audio data and sub-picture data") used in 
the country to which the playback apparatus belongs ("corresponding to the 
country ID stored in country ID storage unit"), (see at least column 18, lines 37- 
67, and column 19, lines 1-6). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art, at the 
time the invention was made, to incorporate the features disclosed by Tsuga et al. into 
the teachings of Yamada et al. One would have been motivated to do so because there 
are difficulties allowing "...media (such as DVDs) which are aimed at a specific country 
(or region) to be used in a different country (or region)" (see at least Tsuga et al. column 
2, lines 29-36). Therefore, the invention as a whole would have been prima facie obvious 
to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made. 

As per Claim 7 

Yamada et al. discloses the limitations of claim 2, as described above. 
Yamada et al. further discloses: 

• wherein the authorization response is transmitted from the server apparatus 
along with restriction information ("desired data is scrambled"), (see at least 
column 22, lines 37-56 and FIG. 26 with associated text). 
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Yamada et al. does not disclose the following limitations: 

• the content includes a digital stream recorded on the optical disc, the restriction 
information is one of (i) information that indicates part of the digital stream as a 
playback section and (ii) information that causes only part of elementary streams 
multiplexed onto the digital stream to be played back, and the exceptional 
playback is performed using the restriction information. 

Tsuga et a!., as shown, discloses the following limitations: 

• the content includes a digital stream ("PGC" - see figure 6 and the definition of 
"VOB" disclosed in the 'BRIEF DESCRIPTION OF THE DRAWINGS') recorded 
on the optical disc, the restriction information is one of (i) information ("PGC 
attribute") that indicates part of the digital stream as a playback section and (ii) 
information ("PGC attribute") that causes only part of elementary streams 
("VOBs") multiplexed onto the digital stream to be played back ("reproduction 
order of a plurality of VOBs as well as control information"), and the exceptional 
playback is performed using the restriction information ("selectively reproduce a 
PGC with an appropriate reproduction level"), (see at least column 10, lines 56- 
67 and column 11, lines 1-7; column 12, lines 66-67 and column 13, lines 1-23). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art, at the 
time the invention was made, to incorporate the features disclosed by Tsuga et al. into 

the teachings of Yamada et al. One would have been motivated to do so because 
"regarding movie titles, it is common for several different versions (or ratings) of a same 
movie to exist, such versions differing from each other in content" (see at least Tsuga 
column 1, lines 44-46). Therefore, the invention as a whole would have been prima facie 
obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made. 



As per Claim 9 

Yamada et al. discloses the limitations of claim 8, as described above. 
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Yamada et al. does not disclose the following limitations: 

• wherein the optical disc has a plurality of contents recorded thereon, and the 
content identifiers included in the playback authorization list are content 
identifiers of part of the plurality of contents. 

Tsuga et al., as shown, discloses the following limitations: 

• wherein the optical disc has a plurality of contents recorded thereon, and the 
content identifiers included in the playback authorization list are content 
identifiers of part of the plurality of contents (see Figure 5 and associated text). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary sl<ill in the art, at the 
time the invention was made, to incorporate the features disclosed by Tsuga et al. into 
the teachings of Yamada et al. One would have been motivated to do so because 
"regarding movie titles, it is common for several different versions (or ratings) of a same 
movie to exist, such versions differing from each other in content" (see at least Tsuga 
column 1 , lines 44-46). Therefore, the invention as a whole would have been prima facie 
obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made. 

As per Claim 10 

Yamada et al. discloses the limitations of claim 8, as described above. 
Yamada et al. does not disclose the following limitations: 

• wherein each of the combinations in the playback authorization list has a piece of 
exclusion information attached thereto indicating whether an exceptional 
playback of a content identified with the content identifier in the combination is 
exclusive or non-exclusive, the exceptional playback is exclusive when an 
authorization for exceptional playback is provided exclusively for contents 
recorded on an optical disc to which the region code in the combination is 
assigned, and the exceptional playback is non-exclusive when an authorization 
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for exceptional playback is provided also for one or more other contents that are 
recorded on another optical disc to which another region code besides the region 
code in the combination is assigned. 
Tsuga et al., as shown, discloses tlie following limitations: 

• wherein each of the combinations in the playback authorization list ("parental 
information table") has a piece of exclusion information ("reproduction levels") 
attached thereto (see at least column 14, lines 61-67 and column 15, lines 32-42) 

• indicating whether an exceptional playback of a content identified with the 
content identifier ("'rating levels #1-#m' are sets of information related to 
reproduction control for each title") in the combination is exclusive or non- 
exclusive, (see at least column 15, lines 19-23) 

• the exceptional playback is exclusive when an authorization for exceptional 
playback is provided exclusively for contents recorded on an optical disc to which 
the region code in the combination is assigned, and the exceptional playback is 
non-exclusive when an authorization for exceptional playback is provided also for 
one or more other contents that are recorded on another optical disc to which 
another region code besides the region code in the combination is assigned (see 
at least column 14, lines 60-67 and column 15, lines 1-64; Figures 11, 12A, 12B 
and associated text) 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art, at the 
time the invention was made, to incorporate the features of the authorization list on the 
disc disclosed by Tsuga et al. into the authorization process disclosed by Yamada et al. 
One would have been motivated to do so because "the differences between the versions 
on a disc are based on a rating system in accordance with the self-regulation of the film 
industry in a given country, which differs from country to country" (see at least Tsuga et 
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al. column 2, lines 33-36). Therefore, the invention as a whole would have been prima 
facie obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made. 



As per Claim 11 

Yamada et al. discloses the limitations of claim 1 , as described above. 
Yamada et al. does not disclose the following limitations: 

• wherein the playback apparatus has a playback authorization list that includes a 
plurality of pieces of dateAime information each indicating (i) a content identifier 
of a content, (ii) a region code that identifies a region in which the content is sold, 
and (Hi) a release date/time of the content in the identified region, and the 
predetermined condition is satisfied when a current time is past the release 
date/time indicated in such a piece of date/time information that includes the 
combination of the read content identifier and the apparatus region code. 

Tsuga et a!., as shown, discloses the following limitations: 

• wherein the playback apparatus has a playback authorization list that includes a 
plurality of pieces of dateAime information each indicating (i) a content identifier 
of a content ("rating level"), (ii) a region code that identifies a region in which the 
content is sold ("country ID"), and (Hi) a release dateAime of the content in the 
identified region ("validation date and invalidation date"), and the predetermined 
condition is satisfied when a cunrent time is past the release dateAime indicated 
in such a piece of dateAime information that includes the combination of the read 
content identifier and the apparatus region code (see at least column 14, lines 
60-67 and column 15, lines 1-64; Figures 11, 12A, 12B and associated text). 



Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art, at the 
time the invention was made, to incorporate the features of the disc disclosed by Tsuga 
et al. into the system of Yamada et al. One would have been motivated to do so because 
"the differences between the versions on a disc are based on a rating system in 
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accordance with the self-regulation of the film industry in a given country, which differs 
from country to country" (see at least Tsuga et al. column 2, lines 33-36). Therefore, the 
invention as a whole would have been prima facie obvious to one of ordinary skill in the 
art at the time the invention was made. 

As per Claim 13 

Yamada et al. discloses the limitations of claim 1, as described above. 
Yamada et al. does not disclose the following limitations: 

• wherein an exception sctiedule flag is recorded on ttie optical disc, the playback 
apparatus performs the exceptional playback when the exception schedule flag 
indicates that the optical disc is allowed to be played back, and the playback 
apparatus does not perform the exceptional playback when the exception 
schedule flag indicates that the optical disc is prohibited from being played 

Tsuga et al., as shown, discloses the following limitations: 

• wherein an exception schedule flag ("parental information table") is recorded on 
the optical disc, the playback apparatus performs the exceptional playback when 
the exception schedule flag indicates that the optical disc is allowed to be played 
back, and the playback apparatus does not perform the exceptional playback 
when the exception schedule flag indicates that the optical disc is prohibited from 
being played back (see at least column 14, lines 60-67 and column 15, lines 1- 
64; Figures 11, 12A, 12B and associated text). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art, at the 
time the invention was made, to incorporate the features of the disc disclosed by Tsuga 
et al. into the system of Yamada et al. One would have been motivated to do so because 
"regarding movie titles, it is common for several different versions (or ratings) of a same 
movie to exist, such versions differing from each other in content" (see at least Tsuga 
column 1, lines 44-46) and by prohibiting the playback of undesirable versions one would 
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be ensuring that only autliorized persons at an authorized time and place may view 
and/or play the selected data. Therefore, the invention as a whole would have been 
prima facie obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made. 

As per Claim 14 

Yamada et al., as shown discloses the following limitations: 

• a receiving unit operable to receive an autliorization request transmitted from a 
playbacl< apparatus, a transmitting unit operable to, when the combination exists 
in the playbacl< authorization management table, transmit an authorization 
response to the playback apparatus (see at least Figures 18 and 26 with 
associated text). 

Yamada et al. does not disclose: 

• a storing unit storing therein a playback authorization management table that 
includes combinations of a content identifier and a region code, the combinations 
each indicating that a content identified with the content identifier is allowed to be 
played back in a region identified with the region code in the combination 

• a judging unit operable to obtain, out of the authorization request, a region code 
of a region to which the playback apparatus belongs and a content identifier of a 
content that is requested to be played back and judge whether the obtained 
combination of the content identifier and the region code exists in the playback 
authorization management table; and (see column 20, lines 39-67) 

Tsuga et al., as shown, discloses the following limitations: 

• a storing unit storing therein a playback authorization management table that 
includes combinations of a content identifier and a region code, the combinations 
each indicating that a content identified with the content identifier is allowed to be 
played back in a region identified with the region code in the combination (see 
Figure 1 1 and associated text) 
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• a judging unit operable to obtain, out of tlie auttiorization request, a region code 
of a region to whicli the playback apparatus belongs and a content identifier of a 
content that is requested to be played back and judge whether the obtained 
combination of the content identifier and the region code exists in the playback 
authorization management table; and (see column 20, lines 39-67) 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art, at the 
time the invention was made, to incorporate the features of the disc disclosed by Tsuga 
et al. into the system of Yamada et al. One would have been motivated to do so because 
it is well known in the art that there are difficulties allowing "...media (such as DVDs) 
which are aimed at a specific country (or region) to be used in a different country (or 
region)." (see at least Tsuga et al. column 1, lines 29-36). Therefore, the invention as a 
whole would have been prima facie obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time 
the invention was made. 
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Conclusion 

Any inquiry of a general nature or relating to the status of this application or 
concerning this communication or earlier communications from the Examiner should be 
directed to Jacob C. Coppola whose telephone number is 571.270.3922. The Examiner 
can normally be reached on Monday-Friday, 9:30am-5:00pm. If attempts to reach the 
examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the Examiner's supervisor, JAMES A. 
REAGAN can be reached at 571.272.6710. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published 
applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status 
information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more 
information about the PAIR system, see http://portal.uspto.gov/external/portal/pair 
<http://pair-direct.uspto.gov >. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866.217.9197 (toll-free). 

Any response to this action should be mailed to: 

Commissioner of Patents and Trademarks 
Washington, D.C., 20231 

or faxed to 571-273-8300. 

Hand delivered responses should be brought to the United States Patent and 
Trademark Office Customer Service Window: 

Randolph Building 
401 Dulany Street 
Alexandria, VA 22314. 

Jacob C. Coppola 
Patent Examiner 
Art Unit 4143 
November 7, 2007 
/Jacob C Coppola/ 

/James A. Reagan/Supervisory Patent Examiner, Art Unit 3621 



